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Tike effedte of the sex of the respondent and of the

sexual history of the victim bn reactions to rape victims were
examined. Newspaper accounts described a rape and related some of the
victim's testlaony at the trial .of the accused rapist. The victim's a
testimony was vaFied as follows: qlo information on her sexual
history, informition on sexual history prohibited_by the judge,
indication by, victim of an inactive sexual history, indication' by
victim of an active sexual history, and refusil by victim to ansyer
questions about her sexual history. Results indicated consistent
differences due.to the sex of the respondent.. Males tended to se
victim as a greater factor in her cwn rape and tht rapist as:leS
responsible than did females. The effedtp,of sexual history of the
victim indicated that victims who refusedito discuss their sexual
history were believed to be sexually active, and'were assigned more
responsibility for the rape. (Author) ...,
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Sexual,Experienceas a Factor

in Reactions to Rape Victimi,.

In recent -years 'an increasing-amqunt of attention'' hag been given to the
tot

crime of rape and the legal rights of the rape victim. Although more than

55,060 rapes were reported in 19744official estilaiates of actual rapes are

'

.

usually match higher. One reason for failin g to
,

areport rape is very likely

.

.the'victim's:anticipatibn of an embarrassing and demeaning court appearanceA

'during the trial.
.t

0

. . .

One of the major issues which concerns individuals interested in the

.

welfare of rape :victims 1.. 'the admissibility of testimony relating to the.
. .

,
,

.

victim's past svual
,

behavior. .For example,.in one state a woman's, past sex-
.1. f

dual experience is brought out "in court whether it, is, relevant or not (Wallace,
,..,

.
1,

1976). Legislators at several adifferent levels are currently considering en-

acting laws (some have enacted,lalgs) which would protect. the victim's privacy

by limiting greatly the inquiry into the victim's' sexual history (Staihar,

1976). The ar4ument has been that the introduction of, such "information. is 'an
...

s

upnecessary inviasionofprivacy and a pocential source of,emotional harm.

Other negative consequences in the form of a xeducedUkelihood of conviction

of-the-rapist, .more negativp evaluations of 'the victims and a greater tendency
e

for naive 'observer's to see the victim as a precipi.tit&ng factorin the rape
- .

are also suspected as.a result of this informations One purpose of the present
. 7

.

researCh wad to explore some pdsible consequences resulting from the intro-
f,

644

duction,of information about the victim's sexual life as*evi.dence during a rape

trial. ".. I ;

r .4,

1 investigated
r ti

-w.1

..ik-i Another factor invest ated in this. paper as the effect of the sex'- of-

.

-

.. . -.._ -.
, the respondent on reactions to rape victims. Evidenceon h6w the sex of the
.. . % .. , _.
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respondent is related to social reactions to the rape v tim is pres nt

somewhat cotradictoryl,Calhoun, Selby and Warring (1'76) reported sis-

,

tent sex .differences, with men seeing the victim as ore responsible for her

ti

6wn fate than did women: JoneS and Aronson '(1973
\ d no sex di ferences in

the attribution of fault to the rape victim.,

,

The present study was designed to.invest ga e the effects information

- A
,,,,

'
about a victim's sexual history during the t is of an individ al accu-sed of

I

rape, and, the effects of the sex of the res

. and to the rapist.

Method

dent on reacti s to the victim

The participants in the study w .ere introductory psychology students
.,,; '-

-;,,,.

(62 females and 66 males) at a middle --s .university n the southeastern- __,Zor

United States. The experimedt was co duc ed during r gular class ,periods.

. _

,Booklets containing all of the Rper mental ma erials were,distriouted

to the class. A cover sheet indicated th =t a Xero ea coliy of d newspaper/_
/ article describing a rape trial was attar wed, al. g with °a qufstionnaire to

fit

Asess.the subject's reaction to the aft tie.
.

set to appear like a coliimn of newsprint -A bold

Xeroxed article was type,.

....
face headline stead, "Rape

Trial Begins". The story described the first day'of A rape triall-..A brief
/ ./ ,

account the rape Incident was provide along some innocuous detpilsi
, .

i

1 concerning the early proceedings. The f rst, three ;paragraphs were identical:-
--,-, / . , R

. o , `. e

,in all conditions. The final paragraph atroduced the gXperimeAtal variations.
_ - - \ 4*

.''',

Th control condition simply reported th t the frial'adjourned 'for4e

1

Tlies' other four conditions described 'a )
s quence.In which the victiurN:;ras cross-

. -.
"

examined by tiledefense attorney:. The :attorney was °attempting to elicit in ,-

' . -
. e .

. ,

. .

, ,.
. .

fOrmation 'concerning the. victim's past sexual activi'ties. .° The'four Conditions.:.
. ,

day. .

- s



were as follows

.4/

The victim refused to answer the attorney:s questions, 10.

2. The judge -would not allow the victim to respond- since- this -line of

questioning was .not permissible,

3. The victim revealed a very inactive sexual history,

4. /The victim revealed a very active sexual history.

. .

At' s point all F the articles reported that court recessed for the day.

\v. .
) . .

t,
..

The questionnaire,consisted of 16 'tems. Four items referred to file

perceived causal role of the victim in the rape. These items were combined,

to a simple measure of perceived causewith a range of 4-to 24. esecond. se

six items dealt with the subject's interpersonal evaluation of the victim

/

("Rubin, 1974). They were combined to create a single "liking" measure

of 9-54. Separate items asked For subject's perceptions

b'.

The extent to which the Acou d rapist Was at fault (Range-

The severity of punishtent th,t would be appropriate (Range

/.,-

. The - believability of the victi s testimony (Range'1-6) /

//

I

/ rd: ,The extent to which victim had an unconscious desir to be taped
..,

// I/ / . /

`the

c

nge ;,

),

(Range 1-6)

/ e. The. relative responsibility of he victim and rapist' or the episode

1-10)

.f. 'The prior sexuarexperience of e victim (Range/1 6)°

When the subjects had completed the ask, the bookie s were collected and

the eoerimenter explained! the purpose andgrocedurei a daniw'ered'questioris.'
. /

..

Results

.
.:

to the accused ra ist. .
.

.. '. f

er two items relevant ,to the rapist's rdle, ev'ealed 'main effects fdr sex

)

.,..

O

t
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of reSpondent.--Temales-saw the rapigt a's more at fault 'for-what happened d-than-- ---=

4

males (F(1,118) = 3.70, 2:<.06).. Females also felt that the rapist should be °

, -

more severely punished.than males

differences as.a function

(F:(1,118).= -,There were no

_I

of testimony .variations:.'

Reactions -to the rape victim.

. There were five measures which dealt specifically with the reaction to
f -

the rape victim. On the composite measure of the victim's causal role in

the'incident there waf a significant main effect for ,sex of respondent.

Womeh saw the victim as playing less of a causal. role than d men (F(141100.7

.-

8.86, 2_.004). The ques.kion dealing with the victim's-"unconscious desire
0 ,

4 . ,2

to be r pee, also revealed a sex - of respondent'main.effect. IteMales felt the,

\s
victim h less 'taesireu to be raped (F(1,118) = 5.79, P 4.02). ;The question

probing elid-bellevability of the victim's testimony yielded no significant
T

'

4
. .

effeCts. TN, Liking index p;bduce-d.a significant .main effect for the ieSti-
_

mony manipulation (F(4,118) = 3.05, 2:<.02). The twdi extreme means were in

t

-the 'Control condition (M-30,75) and the Sexually Active condition (M= 24.75).

. ,

,he ntrol.:victim was liked significantly more than the Sexually ACtive i'
-

.

)

, ,

-, i, 4,

.
.

ict

The question asking. subjects to -estimate the victim's sexual experience

,

;-ppior to the rape episode was inclbded for two purposes. First,:it served, as
.1.

o

a manipulation chek to insure that,the Sexually"ACtive a nd-Sexually Indetive,
,J

.t
. .,

I
4

'victims are perceiOgd as-distinctly:different. Second, it allowed for an

t'

.:. f, . ,

hevhluation of Oassumptions eubject4 make under the othei TeV.imony Condi -ar
,

* . r; - ,.

.;
zt . ; .-

''

.

ti

,,
,

.ons. 3i...significant, main-effect for Testimony was revealed on'this'ite,m

.'...--140;
,;

, , .

A 4 ., \ ..e '4 ,..

(F-(4`,1,18) =341, z<..009). A NewmaniKeuls analysis ;comparing all pairs o
f ` . ,

418ear.indicated -the following difference' i:

.

" "

,

.

'' I.
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The Stxually Inactive victim was viewed ah having-had-significantly

less sexual experience than any of the-Other victims
04... s. \

b.) The Sexually Active victim and the Refuse to Answer victim were rated

as having significantly more sexual experience -than the other three

____ A. -,...

victims: They dia not differ hificantly tom each other.

C) The Control victim and ,the Judge Probibi Testimony victim did not

differ and they were viewed as-h ving had ,ore sexual experience than

1

-.the Sually Inactive victim, but lessthan the Sexually Active or

Refuse to Answer victim.
,

Relative responsibility assived:to the victim and the accused rapist.

One item asked the subjects to decide4ow much'responsibility toes

each of /the participants, Thew° Sible opyints ranged from 0% victim -100%
.._ .

. 0. . 2,

N

rapist, to 100% victim-0% rapist in 10% increments/devemilts. Analysis of

it ii yielded a significant main .effect for ex of respoh ent and for
.6

. :4* . , .
. . ,,, ,

testimony The sex differ nce 1 consistent with th-other items;
. , - 44

,

Females assigned a smaller percentage of r ponsibility to the Vptim than ,..

did males (F(1,1i8 - 7.01, 114.009).
.

e testimony effect (F(4,118) .. 2.59,
.,

._

. s

11.1 .04) indicated that the Refuse'to saver victim was assigned sVnificealy

move responsibility than 'the Judge .Prohibits victim.
?

C /

?1,5

.Piscussion'

They presen't findingslemonsirate a -rather pervasive difference in te -
1I

actions to rape sidents as a function of the sex., of the -sub jeCt. Men

- -

tended to
_ .

consistently view the rape victim as 'more KesponsAle for the out-

come than did women. The men, when compared to the women,
-

saw the abcused--.
# ) -

rapist as less at faul t, deserving less severe punishment, and as being lesi

s 1 4 ,

..... responsible for the-episode. 'In addition, the me iewed the victim as having,
,
;-

''3

.
r*

O

7

,

a,
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. .

a greater "unconscious de-sire .to be re 1.---This-sex-diffeFence in "reaction

6

to the victim supports the-findings

bepoted,phat neither men

dominant causal role in precipitatin

w.

o Calhoun:Selby, and Warring (1970.:

nor women see the ViCiim as playing the

the rape; Women assign approximately

25%, of the responsibility' to the victim, while men on the average assign the

victim 34Z :of theresponsibility. Further research will be required before

any definitive conclusions are possible regarding the origin of this seedif-

.ferened reaction. One possibility is that women tend to
f

adopt the

perspective of.the victim much more readily than men sincg,the victim is a

woman.-

The results of they vaiiations.in sexual history provide an intriguing

pattern of results with some rather serious implication4AANklthough-the mi-n-

al' l' . .

t.
-

ipulation.didenot influence ,judgments concerning the/yictimt causal role in
,

1

4
,

... .

.,

the episode on the Composite,teasure, the victim who refused' to provide the
I

.

.information was assigned a significantly, greater proportion, of the
.

responsi-
,

.

bility-than the vi pctim rohibited from ,responding by the judge.

- \i'--- .

Sexual history differences also led to significant differences in evalu-

.-,:. -------.' S.- --
,...

. ation of

victim

the victim. A victimi who is sexually active fs liked, less
\

,

,

about whom'n6 information is provided. This finding confirms the,fear

than a

.
_.... ,

;that revealing such background material may..-

- .. .

'sequel-1e relations with others.'.

The data regOding subject's estimates of the-victim's -pi-ior sexual ex-
,

-

seriously affect the vdctIS's sub=

-t

perience are especially 'discomforting from the victim's pgrspective. ,The

Jp, .

victilet refusal to answer the questions qoncernirig her sextial experiences

leads observ6rs to concllde that'she is sexually activ4. .To the extent that

this" assumption has negative implications for the victim, as evidenced-by.
° a



,

, > . ,

I

S
.

reactions to seXuallymctive victims;- her decision to withold th s informs-

.

tion_could damage her case., When the judge :prohibit.# such

.
,4 '' ',

-7. be the case under receutly;proposeelegislat\ion, the

.

t.

,

a high, leVel, of sexual activity. CleariY,,the information about a victims

stinaby, at would

gets dd not assume

1

. . . - .

prior sexual behav r could inf ence observer's social reactions tohei. ,qt,

victim s 0#^ attePR, s to' protect her right to privacy of information ntot re

\ ,1,0 w

levanti'gto her 'case' is used a-S- evidence again ,4, her: Whey that' Yight is legally
-..a.,..' .

, t

defined, however, ,tileVi4ip-does not safer. The { full- extent .of this impact

, . . - . , . .

.

, "k, . . . , . ,
.. ',

needs to be:more tiiorOUggy investigated, but as a prelpainary finding, the
., A.

,..,

present results _are siAnificant.,%,

O

1 -- ma.

,

1

,
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